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but the right to'restrictthe enterprise of millions to monopoly, If Mr. Baldwin cast his memory back to the early days of his family business he would see in Socialism not the enemy of laisser-faire, but the inevitable results of that system. He would recall the day when the moral obligations of the private owner were destined to give place to the irresponsible charity of the remote Board of Directors. In the face of mass exploitation,, Socialism was no more than mass defence. It was a trait in Mr. Baldwin's favour that inheriting an industrial tradition he should be a little apologetic for the aggressive attitudes of such essential individuals as Lord Birkenhead, Mr. Churchill or even Sir Douglas Hogg. To smash Socialism was impossible when no Conservative had any alternative creed with which to fire the imagination of its devoted supporters. To expect human life to tolerate indefinitely the old system was, and still is, to reduce politics to the ultimate absurdity. The hour of the crash of modern capitalism was approaching and Mr. Baldwin leaped into the breach and parried the first unfair thrust.
In the March of 1925 Mr. Baldwin broke the Macquisten Bill which was designed to debar Trade Unions from raising a political levy from their members. He appealed for comradeship from all sections of the community. That is an idealistic appeal to-day, but one which in 1925 was expectant on the Prime Minister's succeeding acts of statesmanship. The nation took courage, for it hoped that a statesman who had analysed the situation would next find the remedy. In frustrating his own followers' attack on Socialism, he had nevertheless warned both masters and men that their future relationships would have to be "a form of pretty close partnership however that is going to be arrived at/* "Those two forces/* he said, "with which we have to reckon are enormously strong, and they are the two forces in this country to which now to a great extent, and it will be to a greater extent in the future, we are committed. We have to see what wise statesmanship